Throughout her 2016 U.S. presidential campaign, Democratic Party nominee Hillary Clinton crafted messages intended to appeal to fathers of daughters and to highlight the implications of her historic nomination for American girls and women. Clinton reminded voters that her election could mean that "fathers will be able to say to their daughters, you, too, can grow up to be president" (Frizell, Time, http://time. com/39203 32/trans cript -full-text-hilla ry-clint on-campa ign-launc h/, 2015). But did these appeals succeed in mobilizing fathers of daughters to support Clinton? Using original cross sectional and experimental survey data from the 2016 CCES, we ask two questions. First, were men who fathered daughters (a life event which we operationalize, for important methodological and theoretical reasons detailed herein, as men who fathered a daughter as their first child) more likely to support, and vote for, Hillary Clinton in the 2016 presidential election than were those who fathered sons as their first child? Second, were Clinton's direct appeals to fathers of daughters effective in increasing her electoral support? We find that fathers who have daughters as their first child are more likely to prefer and vote for Clinton, and are more likely to support a fictional female congressional candidate using a "Clintonesque" appeal that emphasizes expanding opportunities for "our daughters." These results suggest that entry into fatherhood with a daughter (as opposed to with a son) is a formative experience for men that has consequences for their political choices in later life. Our conclusions inform the growing literature on the implications of fathering daughters on men's political behavior.
From the early stages of her campaign, 2016 U.S. presidential candidate Hillary Clinton crafted messages intended to appeal to fathers of daughters (Dickerson 2016) . Beginning with her June 2015 presidential campaign announcement speech and again in the first Democratic candidate debate, Clinton reminded voters that her election could mean that "fathers will be able to say to their daughters, you, too, can grow up to be president" (Frizell 2015; New York Times 2015) . Throughout the campaign, Clinton routinely asserted that her election would positively affect women and girls, suggesting that fathers should consider the interests of their female children as they headed to the polls (Dickerson 2016) . Clinton thus implied that-in an election that was in so many ways about gender and women's place in American politics-dynamics relating to parenting might also inform voters' decisions. But was this strategy effective? Were fathers of daughters more likely to prefer Clinton in the 2016 presidential election compared to fathers of sons? And did Clinton's direct appeals to fathers of daughters influence their voting behavior?
Although much has been written in recent years about the ways motherhood shapes women's engagement with politics, much less has been said about how these factors affect the behavior of men (Greenlee 2014) . While a small number of studies have investigated how fathering daughters affects men's political attitudes (i.e., Glynn and Sen 2015; Healy and Malhotra 2013; Sharrow et al. 2018) , to date few have investigated how fathering a daughter may influence men's vote choices-particularly in elections featuring women on the ballot (for an exception see Oswald and Powdthavee 2010) . Thus, as the first woman to be nominated as the presidential candidate from a major U.S. political party, Clinton's candidacy presents an unprecedented opportunity to explore how being the father of a daughter might shape men's presidential preferences.
In this paper, we explore the relationships among fatherhood, family structure, and vote choice in the 2016 election. We ask two interrelated questions. First, were men who fathered daughters (a life event which we operationalize, for important methodological and theoretical reasons detailed below, as men who father a daughter as their first child) more likely to support, and vote for, Hillary Clinton in the 2016 presidential election than were those who fathered sons as their first child? 1 And second, were Clinton's direct appeals to fathers of daughters effective in amassing support among members of this group? To answer these questions, we rely on two unique sources of data: (1) an original survey of fathers from a module on the 2016 Cooperative Congressional Election Study (CCES) and (2) a survey experiment embedded in our 2016 CCES module designed to explore the impact of exposure to a "Clintonesque" campaign appeal on fathers' support for a fictitious female congressional candidate. 1 Throughout this paper, we use "first daughter" and "first daughterhood" to indicate when a male respondent has a first child who is a daughter. 2 As explained in greater detail below, our survey experiment featured a fictitious female congressional candidate in an attempt to insulate the experimental manipulations from the historic circumstances surrounding Clinton's 2016 campaign and party nomination, and Clinton as a unique candidate.
The results of our observational analyses strongly suggest that the experience of having a daughter as a first child significantly and substantively increases fathers' probability of supporting and voting for Clinton in 2016. 3 We undertake an array of additional tests to provide further confidence in our results. We conduct a placebo test that shows that having a daughter as a first child does not increase the probability of having voted for Barack Obama for president in 2012 among our sample of fathers. We also compare fathers and mothers to establish that the positive effect of having a daughter as a first child on support for Clinton is concentrated among fathers, thus demonstrating that our main results are not attributable to the experience of becoming a parent of a first daughter in general. Finally, we show that our results are not driven by generational differences or by the age at which men became parents.
To examine the argument that Clinton's message played an important part in her appeal among fathers of first daughters, we use a survey experiment to test whether exposure to a "Clintonesque" appeal emphasizing the positive effect of the election of a female candidate on daughters uniquely affects support for a fictional female congressional candidate among fathers of first daughters. Consistent with our observational findings, we show that fathers of first daughters who were randomly exposed to the "Clintonesque" appeal were significantly more likely to support the fictional female candidate than were fathers of first sons similarly exposed to a "Clintonesque" appeal.
Together, our findings provide clear and consistent evidence that Clinton's appeals to fathers of daughters were indeed effective in the 2016 election. Ultimately, our results suggest that having a first daughter may be a transformative experience that leads men to not only view issues of gender inequality in a new light (Sharrow et al. 2018 ), but to apply this newfound perspective to their candidate evaluations and vote choices.
Gender and the 2016 Presidential Election
In 2016, there were many major factors that helped to explain American vote choice in an election that pitted Hillary Clinton, the first woman major political party presidential nominee, a former Secretary of State, U.S. Senator, and First Lady, against Donald Trump, a former reality television star and real estate magnate, who openly espoused misogynistic views. Alongside dynamics of race, class, and partisan identification (Sides et al. 2018) , scholars are beginning to unpack how the dynamics of the 2016 election drew sexism and misogyny to the fore (Cassese and Barnes 2018; Cassese and Holman 2018; Strolovitch et al. 2017) . 4 Evidence from multiple sources suggests the centrality of sexist attitudes (made salient in the context of Trump's misogynistic campaign rhetoric) in voting behavior (Bock et al. 2017; Bracic et al. 2018; Cassese and Barnes 2018; Schaffner et al. 2018; Valentino et al. 2018) . While scholars point to the importance of sexism and gender in understanding the 2016 election (McCall and Orloff 2017) , research has focused on women (as a group) much more than men (Cassese and Barnes 2018; Junn 2017; Phillips 2018; Setzler and Yanus 2018) . As a result, the cross-cutting demographic, social, and political factors informing presidential preferences among American men remain underexplored, particularly in light of Clinton's unique candidacy (Dittmar 2017) . 5 To begin dissecting the ways in which fatherhood may have shaped men's electoral choice in 2016, we investigate whether two factors in the lives of American fathers-the sex and birth order of their children-affected men's support for Clinton in 2016.
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Fatherhood of Daughters and Support for Female Candidates
Why should fathering a daughter or daughters (as opposed to a son or sons) influence a man's vote choice in a presidential election featuring a female candidate? Decades of research suggests that, as a general matter, men exhibit lower levels of support for female candidates than do female voters (Box-Steffensmeier et al. 2004; Kaufmann 2002; Sanbonmatsu 2002b; Wolbrecht 2000) . 7 However, scholars also find among men a declining reliance on negative stereotypes toward female candidates (Brooks 2013; Dolan 2014) , and increased favorability toward the abstract idea of electing a female president (Burden et al. 2017) . Individual-level traits, including Democratic partisanship (Sanbonmatsu 2002a; Sanbonmatsu and Dolan 2009 ), appear to increase male support for female candidates. To this literature, we suggest an additional individual-level trait in men's lives-being a father to a first daughter-as a characteristic that may also impact political attitudes and potentially increase support for female candidates among men with children.
7 Sanbonmatsu (2002a) connects this baseline preference to gender stereotypes. Likewise, Dolan (2010 Dolan ( , 2014 finds that male voters are more likely to see male candidates (as opposed to female candidates) as strong on an array of policy issues, results which also suggest a preference based on gender stereotypes. However, Dolan (2014) finds no evidence that gender stereotypes play into the ultimate electoral decision of these voters. 4 Multiple, often intersecting individual-level factors played a role in shaping voters' preferences in 2016 including age (Medenica 2018) , anti-Muslim sentiment (Lajevardi and Oskooii 2018) , racial resentment and economic anxieties (e.g., Cramer 2016; Luttig et al. 2017; Manza and Crowley 2017; Schaffner et al. 2018) , authoritarian views (Macwilliams 2016) , religiosity (Ekins 2017) , and "collective narcissism" (Federico and De Zavala 2018) . See Manne (2017) on Trump and misogyny. 5 One exception is an initial analysis that shows that men of color were more likely to vote for Clinton in 2016 (Ramakrishnan 2016 ; see also Towler and Parker 2018) . 6 While Tesler (Tesler 2016a, b) found evidence that Clinton drew meaningful support from men who fathered daughters in the early months of the 2016 campaign, we know of no study that examines if fathers of daughters were more likely to support Clinton in the general election.
Recent research on the behavior of elites (Cronqvist and Yu 2017; Dahl et al. 2012; Glynn and Sen 2015; Washington 2008 ) and studies of the attitudes of the mass public (Oswald and Powdthavee 2010; Shafer and Malhotra 2011; Warner 1991; Warner and Steel 1999; Sharrow et al. 2018) suggest that fathers of daughters (regardless of birth order) hold more liberal attitudes in general and express more positive views toward gender equality when compared to men with sons. Research posits multiple mechanisms which might induce fathers of daughters to support the well-being and status of girls and women, including newfound self-interest in gendered causes (Warner 1991; Washington 2008) , increased awareness of gender inequalities which their daughters may confront (Warner and Steel 1999) , and personal, intimate relationships with their daughters that educate men about issues which uniquely impact girls and women (Glynn and Sen 2015; Sharrow et al. 2018) . At the core of these findings is a fundamental insight that the experience of fathering a daughter, more so than fathering a son, makes men both more aware of gendered political matters and more sensitive to the relevant concerns of women and girls. For these reasons, we posit that the experience of fathering a daughter may also have the effect of making men more inclined to support women candidates. However, as we suggest below, we suspect that fathering a first daughter is likely to have the greatest influence in shaping fathers' support for women candidates.
First Daughterhood Hypothesis
Research in political socialization has shown that life cycle events-such as becoming a parent-can impact individuals' political preferences, particularly in political contexts that elevate the salience of parenthood (Elder and Greene 2012; Greenlee 2014) . Although mothers regularly incorporate their parenting identity into their political considerations, men are more likely to do so when political communications activate that identity (Klar et al. 2014) . 8 This connects with research that shows the content and contexts of campaigns can increase the salience of specific individual identities, making them especially accessible to citizens and thus particularly influential in shaping their vote choice (e.g., Barreto 2007; Dunning and Harrison 2010; Eifert et al. 2010; Plutzer and Zipp 1996; Tesler and Sears 2010) . In a presidential campaign where messages about women and girls were abundant-because of (1) the historic nature of Clinton's candidacy, (2) campaign messages that drew parallels between Clinton's election and the opportunities of girls and women, and (3) the widespread critiques of Trump for his derogatory statements about women (New York Times Editorial Board 2016; Traister 2016; West 2016 )-such matters 8 Because motherhood shapes women's political attitudes in ways that are quite distinct from men's attitudes (Elder and Greene 2012; Greenlee 2014) , and because women, regardless of parental status, offer higher levels of support for female candidates than do men (Plutzer and Zipp 1996; Smith and Fox 2001) , we do not expect that having a daughter will produce similar effects on women's voting behavior and preferences. To strengthen our argument that first daughters have a clear and consistent impact on men's voting preferences, we also offer full results of analyses for mothers.
were likely a stronger consideration for fathers of daughters than in previous presidential elections.
Although these factors made it especially likely that men would bring aspects of their parental identities to bear in developing their presidential preferences, we believe that the crucial consideration is the sex of the first child-and, in particular, whether men are fathers of first daughters (or first sons).
9 Why first daughters? Research on political socialization suggests that events unfolding early in life (Dinas 2013; Sears 1981; Sears and Valentino 1997; Nteta and Greenlee 2013) or political "firsts" (Plutzer 2002) can have a long-lasting impact on subsequent political preferences or behaviors. In addition, other scholarship strongly suggests that the transition into fatherhood is a transformational life event that triggers major social, psychological, and economic shifts in men's lives (Deave and Johnson 2008; Elder et al. 2003; Knoester and Eggebeen 2006; Umberson et al. 2010) . Combined with the recurrent finding that fatherhood of a daughter induces more liberal attitudes among men, we argue that entry into fatherhood with a daughter can mark a critical moment in men's political socialization when men may awaken to the ways in which gender inequalities persist in society, making them particularly receptive to campaign messages that connect gender inequality-and/or the wellbeing of girls and women-with the lives of their daughters. Much as young adults with weak political preferences experience a surge of new information as they enter the political arena, a new father of a daughter may also confront fresh information or insights that he may bring to bear on previously held positions (Sears and Funk 1999; Sears and Levy 2003) . This may happen repeatedly, as his daughter ages, and he considers anew the ways in which discrimination and inequalities impact the life course for women and girls. And, indeed, recent scholarship finds evidence that the transition to fatherhood with a daughter is an especially powerful socialization process, and that the sex of the first child shapes fathers' attitudes in relation to political concerns which target girls and women, such that fatherhood of a first-born daughter is associated with more liberal attitudes (Sharrow et al. 2018) . 10 Thus, we hypothesize that: H1: First Daughterhood Hypothesis Men who have a first daughter compared to men who father a first son will (1) express greater preference for Hillary Clinton before the election, and (2) be more likely to report voting for Clinton in the 2016 presidential election. 9 We use the term "sex" here in concordance with the language used on our survey instrument to assess the identities of men's offspring which allowed for the choice of either "male" or "female." See Appendix A for longer discussion of this approach. 10 As we further discuss below, we advance an important methodological argument for focusing on men with first daughters in our analyses to properly operationalize our theory. For the purposes of assessing the effect of the sex of a child on the father's presidential preferences net of other factors, the sex of the first-born child is our variable of choice, because it is essentially random with respect to parental characteristics. In contrast, the distribution of girl versus boy children in the family may be endogenous to parental preferences about the sex of children and total family size, and thus may be biased as a predictor of presidential preferences.
Fatherhood Messaging Hypothesis
To further investigate the relationship between the experience of having a first daughter and fathers' voting behavior, we couple our observational study with a survey experiment. In it we explore whether fathers who have a first daughter, relative to fathers who have a first son, were more susceptible to the type of campaign appeals used by Clinton in 2016 that both targeted men with daughters and emphasized the symbolic and substantive importance of her election to women and girls. We test the following hypothesis:
H2: Fatherhood Messaging Hypothesis Fathers who have a first daughter and who are exposed to a campaign appeal that emphasizes the symbolic and substantive importance of the election of a female candidate for their own daughters will exhibit more support for the candidate in question when compared to (1) fathers who have first sons and are exposed to this same campaign appeal and (2) fathers who have first daughters who are not exposed to this appeal.
Study 1: Sex of Children and Presidential Preferences/Vote Choice
To test these hypotheses, we first make use of original, cross-sectional survey data that allow us to more thoroughly investigate the effects of having a first daughter on presidential candidate preferences. The data in this study come from questions we designed for an original module of the 2016 Cooperative Congressional Election Study (CCES). The CCES is an online survey of over 64,000 American adults conducted via YouGov on behalf of over 50 colleges and universities. This collaborative study has been shown to produce estimates similar to telephone and mail surveys (Ansolabehere and Schaffner 2014) . 11 It gathers a representative sample of respondents of "opt-in" volunteers from the YouGov database for a two-part, preand post-election survey. The 2016 CCES was in the field during September and October 2016 (pre-election), and in November 2016 (post-election). The total number of respondents available to researchers in our module was 1500; however, the total number of fathers of children (the subject of our study, and the operational definition of which is described below) was smaller.
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Our main dependent variables gauge respondents' preference for Hillary Clinton in the 2016 campaign and election. To measure preferences for Clinton, we employ two variables from the CCES Common Content (questions asked of all 64,600 respondents and available to all research teams). We measure respondents' preelection preference for Clinton using a variable from the pre-election questionnaire. We code this variable so that preference for Clinton is coded 1, preference for any male candidate is coded 0, and preference for Jill Stein (the Green Party presidential candidate) is coded as missing. We exclude Stein voters from the analysis because, given our focus on particular factors affecting support for a female candidate, it would be inappropriate to group Stein voters along with other male candidates. 13 We also determine whether respondents reported voting for Clinton, using the CCES post-election vote choice item. A self-reported vote for Clinton is coded 1; a selfreported vote for any male candidate is coded as 0; and a self-reported vote for Stein is coded as missing, again to ensure a comparison consistent with our research objectives.
Our third dependent variable, vote for Obama in 2012 (with a self-reported vote for Obama coded as 1, and a vote for any other candidate coded as 0) is included in our analysis as a "placebo" test of our hypotheses. If the first daughterhood hypothesis is correct, being the father of a first daughter should not predict self-reported Obama voting in 2012. Despite Obama's widely acknowledged feminist stances in 2012 and his repeated discussion of the influence of his daughters on his presidency, his candidacy did not foreground the same gendered symbolism as did Clinton's bid to become the first woman president. Therefore, we include the Obama vote measure as an ancillary test of our main hypotheses.
In our module, we asked respondents several questions about family structure to obtain a clear sense of respondents' parental roles and the sex of their children. For the purposes of this study, "parents" are individuals who self-identify as male or female on the CCES Common Content and indicate that they had children (we directed respondents to count all children, whether alive or deceased, from all marriages/relationships, and regardless of age).
14 Of our 1500 respondents, 896 identify themselves as parents of children (60%), and 520 do not. We then identify as "fathers" all individuals who self-identify as male and indicate that they are parents of children. Finally, we limited our analysis to respondents who indicate that they have five or fewer children. This results in a final sample of 382 fathers.
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Studying the Impact of Fathering a Daughter: The Methodological Arguments
In the growing number of studies that explore the impact of fathering daughters on men's political attitudes and behaviors, scholars have employed varied items to best measure fatherhood of a daughter, including whether the respondent has a daughter (Prokos et al. 2010) , whether a man has a daughter first (Shafer and Malhotra 2011; Sharrow et al. 2018) , and the proportion of all children that are daughters (Conley and Rauscher 2013; Washington 2008) . In addition to the theoretical reasons 13 All of our cross-sectional results are similar with Stein voters included in the 0 category. 14 One hundred percent of respondents identify as either male or female. Two percent of respondents also identify as "transgender" on a question specifically querying gender identity, and an additional 1.4 percent also responded as "prefer not to say" on this question. 15 Seventeen fathers who indicated that they had between 6 and 20 children were dropped from the final analysis out of concern that these individuals may have misrepresented the total number of their children. As a robustness check on our reported analyses, however, we re-estimated our models with all of these fathers included. The results of these additional analyses were substantively very similar to those reported in the paper. outlined in the previous section, from a methodological perspective, we believe that the best approach for studying the impact of fathering a daughter involves examining the sex of a respondent's first child. Shafer and Malhotra (2011) make a strong case for this approach, arguing that the sex of a first-born child best approximates the conditions of a natural experiment, because the sex of a first child is not influenced by parental characteristics. In contrast, other possible measures of the effect of daughters-for example, the presence/absence of a daughter in the family or the proportion of all children that are daughters-are affected by endogenous "stopping rules" Moretti 2008, p. 1112) on childbearing reflecting parents' preferences about the sex of children and total family size.
Additionally, focusing on the first daughter effect helps analysts deal with a potential modeling problem arising in this area of research: collinearity. Due to parents' use of "stopping rules" which are endogenous to the sex of the first-born child, various measures of the presence of daughters are likely to be highly correlated, especially in contemporary, relatively small, American nuclear families. The inclusion of multiple, highly correlated variables in a statistical model can result in inflated standard errors and/or incorrectly signed coefficient estimates, threatening the validity of inferences. As we discuss below and demonstrate more extensively in Appendix A, the inclusion of additional measures of daughters in models of fathers' presidential preferences introduces collinearity into our empirical models without adding additional information or increasing overall goodness-of-fit, and thereby impedes efforts to learn about the effects of first daughters (the best variable from the perspective of research design) on fathers' voting behavior. Thus, our focus on the sex of the first child offers methodological advantages, in addition to capturing a theoretically important argument as to why the sex of the first child, rather than the sex of any or all children, produces a meaningful effect on men's vote choice for Clinton in 2016. However, in the Supplemental Information, we re-estimate our models using an alternative measure of exposure to daughters-specifically, whether the man is the father of a daughter (irrespective of birth order)-and discuss the implications of our findings.
Having operationalized our independent variable of interest in this way, we also operationalize first sons similarly. All the fathers in our sample were asked the sex and age of each of their children; thus, we were able to identify fathers who had a daughter first and fathers who had a son first. In our sample, 170 (45%) fathers had a daughter as a first child, while 212 (55%) fathers had sons as their first child.
16 16 The distribution of first daughters and first sons in our data reflects the distribution seen in the general population. We look to the 2013-2015 National Survey of Family Growth (NSFG) in order to benchmark the composition of our sample of fathers of first daughters against the national population of fathers. The NSFG is a survey of both men (N = 4506) and women (5699) aged 15-44 designed to produce national estimates of sexual activity, pregnancy, contraceptive use, medical care and use, father involvement with their children, and attitudes toward sex, childbearing, and marriage for use by the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services' Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. It is primarily used by the federal government to plan funding for health services and health educational programs. According to the 2013-15 NSFG, of the 1719 men who have at least one biological child, 48% of these fathers had a first daughter and 51% had a first son. This closely mirrors the distribution of fathers of first daughters (45%) and first sons (55%) in our CCES sample, and thus we are confident that our sample mimics the distribution of fathers in the nation more broadly.
Our hypotheses engage a large literature on the determinants of U.S. presidential preferences, and so it is important to investigate them in the context of the factors that already have been demonstrated to influence these preferences to ensure a fair test. Therefore, in each of our models we control for a wide array of factors that existing research suggests should influence fathers' presidential preferences-many of which have been used in previous studies of 2016 presidential preferences, in particular-including respondents' race, age, income, educational attainment, marital status, party identification, ideology, religiosity, employment status, and whether the respondent has a sister (see Bracic et al. 2018; Cassese and Holman 2018; Markus 1988; Sears et al. 1980) . 17 To account for the impact of racial attitudes on presidential preferences, which were widely perceived to influence 2016 presidential preferences, we control for respondents' racial resentment using a four-item "Racial Resentment Scale" (alpha = 0.85).
18 Given the importance of hostile sexist attitudes in influencing support for Clinton in 2016 (e.g., Schaffner et al. 2018 ), we control for this factor as well using a four-item "Hostile Sexism Scale" (alpha = 0.87) (see Fiske 1996, 2001 ). We also control for respondents' perceptions of whether economic conditions were poor in order to assess the impact of negative economic evaluations on support for Clinton. In the Supplemental Information, we assess the robustness of our findings by estimating a variety of alternative models, and find that our main results are generally robust to alternative specifications.
We take additional steps to ensure consistency in our analyses of the different dependent variables. We limit our analysis to fathers who were self-reported "definite voters" on the pre-test for our model of pre-election presidential candidate preferences, and to those who were self-reported voters on the post-test for our model of post-election vote choice. 19 Additionally, in each of the statistical models presented below, we limit our analysis to fathers who completed both the pre-election and post-election surveys. Finally, in our models we cluster standard errors by state in order to control for local correlation in the error term (Arceneaux and Nickerson 2009; Green and Vavreck 2008) .
Study 1: Results
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The results of the logistic regression model of fathers' pre-election preference for Clinton are presented in Table 1 .
Generally consistent with the findings of recent research on preferences in the 2016 election, our model suggests that-among fathers-whites, older individuals, Republicans, conservatives, employed individuals, and those who believe that the economy was in poor shape were significantly less likely to prefer Clinton relative to other male candidates. In addition, the model provides evidence in support of H1, the first daughterhood hypothesis. The logistic regression coefficient for our first daughterhood variable is positively signed and statistically significant at the p < 0.05 level, indicating that fathers who have a first daughter have a significantly higher probability of preferring Clinton when compared to other male candidates, net of other factors that also influence presidential preferences. The estimated effect of having a first daughter is substantively important, increasing the predicted probability of preferring Clinton by 14 percentage points. Holding other variables at their mean values, fathers who have a first son have a predicted probability of supporting Clinton of 0.35; while fathers who have a first daughter have a predicted probability of supporting Clinton of 0.49.
What, if any, impact did fatherhood of a first daughter have on fathers' reported vote choice in the 2016 presidential election? Table 2 presents the results from a logistic regression model that examines the reported vote choice of fathers in the 2016 presidential election. Unsurprisingly, partisanship is the strongest factor that predicts vote choice among fathers. When holding all other variables at their mean values, the movement from a strong Democrat to a strong Republican yields a 99-point decrease in the likelihood that a father will vote for Clinton. In line with previous work on the 2016 election (Schaffner et al. 2018) , we also find that whites, employed persons, and those with higher levels of racial resentment are less likely to vote for Clinton. 21 Interestingly, we find that married fathers are more likely to support Clinton when holding all other variables in the model at the mean value. 20 Data and coding for replication for all of the subsequent analyses is available at the Political Behavior Dataverse located at https ://datav erse.harva rd.edu/datav erse/polbe havio r. 21 We note that the hostile sexism scale does not reach a level of statistical significance in our model, despite other recent scholarship demonstrating its importance in predicting presidential preference in 2016 (Bracic et al. 2018; Cassese and Holman 2018; Valentino et al. 2018 ). However, we hesitate to derive any general conclusions from the results of our models about the influence of hostile sexism on support for Clinton, for several reasons. First, because the group examined in research highlighting the effect of hostile sexism on presidential support (white adults) is quite different from that examined in our study (fathers), it is possible that the general effect found in research on white adults simply fails to hold for fathers. However, and second, it may be that the null effects we find are attributable to the small sample of fathers used in our analysis. Our data do not allow us to assess these alternatives in detail. Given these uncertainties, and especially given that our research design was not developed with the primary purpose of evaluating the effect of hostile sexism on vote choice in mind, we prefer not to draw any firm conclusions about the effect of hostile sexism on support for Clinton among fathers at the present time. We acknowledge that whether and how hostile sexism influences the presidential preferences of different subgroups, including fathers and non-fathers, is a worthy subject for future research.
More importantly for our purposes, whether a male respondent has first daughter is a positive and statistically significant (p < 0.05) predictor of support for Clinton in 2016, as Table 2 shows. Consistent with H1, fathers who have a first daughter are significantly more likely to report having voted for Clinton than are those who had a first son. Examining the predicted probability of voting for Clinton based on whether a father has a first son or a first daughter, moving from having a first son to a first daughter increases the probability by 10 points (from a predicted probability of 0.34 to a predicted probability of 0.44) when holding all other variables in the model at their mean values.
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A Note on Pre-election Versus Post-election N's Careful readers will note a difference in the number of observations included in the model of pre-election preference for Clinton (N = 204) compared to the model of post-election self-reported vote for Clinton (n = 237). This discrepancy is due primarily to (1) the respective timing of measurement of each variable and (2) the way each variable is coded. Preference for Clinton was assessed prior to the election, when some respondents may have still been making up their minds and thus did not express a preference (Blake 2016) . Furthermore, the pre-election preference for Clinton variable is coded so that all individuals who did not definitely state an intention to vote (or who had already voted) were coded as missing. In contrast, self-reported vote for Clinton was measured after the election, when most respondents had a preference regardless of whether they voted. Also, self-reported vote for Clinton is coded so that all individuals who did not self-report a vote are coded as missing. Because of these considerations, the N for the pre-election analysis was almost certain to be smaller than the N for the post-election analysis. Specifically, some individuals who either (1) did not express a preference or (2) did not express a definite intention to vote on the pre-election preference measure and are therefore excluded from the model of pre-election presidential preference were likely to later (a) express a preference and (b) report voting on the post-election vote choice measure, and thus are included in that later analysis. Indeed, we find evidence of this in our data. For example, of 31 individuals who are excluded from the analysis of preelection presidential preferences because they preferred Stein, supported an "other" candidate, indicated they would not vote in the election, or stated they were "undecided" whether or not they would vote, 24 are eligible for inclusion in the analysis of post-election vote choice because they subsequently indicated having voted for Clinton, Trump, or Gary Johnson (the Libertarian Party nominee). Similarly, of 25 fathers who are excluded from the analysis of pre-election presidential preferences 22 Our analysis of the effect of the experience of fathering a first daughter (or first son) on fathers' presidential preferences takes place in the context of a very large literature on the correlates of presidential preferences, as well as smaller but fast-growing literature on the factors influencing support for Hillary Clinton/Donald Trump. Given that so much is known about what influences presidential preferences, we believe that the most appropriate way to assess the effect of first daughters is within multivariate statistical models that control for the full array of factors that has been demonstrated to affect individual support for (1) presidential candidates in general and/or (2) Hillary Clinton/Donald Trump in particular.
because they indicated they were not likely voters, 16 later claimed they had voted, and thus are eligible for inclusion in the analysis of post-election vote choice. Thus far, our findings provide considerable support for our first daughterhood hypothesis, suggesting that fathering a first daughter had a meaningful impact on men's preferences in an election in which issues of gender were highly salient. However, if our hypothesis is indeed correct, the first daughterhood effect should not extend to elections that do not feature a prominent female candidate who highlighted the connection between their candidacy and opportunities for daughters, both symbolically and substantively. Therefore, we examine fathers' reported vote choices in the 2012 presidential election between President Barack Obama and former Massachusetts Governor Mitt Romney, using the same statistical model to estimate the probability of support for Obama. In line with our expectations, we find that having a first daughter is not a significant predictor of vote choice for Obama in 2012 among men with children (results shown in Table 3 ). These null findings provide further evidence for the view that the estimated effect of having a first daughter on support/vote for Clinton is neither a spurious result attributable to sampling error nor a stand-in for a more general attitude such as ideological liberalism or Democratic Party identification. We also consider the possible mediating effect that a father's age may have on the relationship between having a first daughter and expressing support for Clinton. We investigate two hypotheses about the mediating effect of a father's age: (1) the feminist generation hypothesis, that the generation of fathers of daughters who came of age in a period of increased gender equity may be more likely to support Clinton when compared to the generation of men who came of age before the apex of the women's movement (Bolzendahl and Myers 2004; Dinas 2013; Nteta and Greenlee 2013) ; and (2) the impressionable years hypothesis, that individuals who became fathers of daughters during their "impressionable years," traditionally understood as between the ages of 18-25, may be more likely to support Clinton compared to men who became fathers of daughters later in the life cycle (Alwin et al. 1991) . Put simply, we find little evidence in support of either of these hypotheses. We conclude that there is little support for the claim that the effect of the experience of having a first daughter on fathers' presidential preferences and voting in 2016 were mediated by fathers' age. The details of these analyses are available in the Supplemental Information.
Study 1: The Mediating Impact of Partisanship on the Influence of First Daughters
Thus far we have presented evidence of the direct effect of having a daughter as a first child on fathers' support for Hillary Clinton. However, given that (as we have shown) support for Clinton is strongly influenced by partisanship, it may be that the influence of first daughters on fathers' support for Clinton is mediated by fathers' partisan identities. That is, we might expect that the effect of having a daughter as a first child on fathers' support for Clinton is weaker among Republican fathers as compared to Democratic fathers.
To assess this possibility, we re-estimate our models of pre-election preference for Clinton and post-election vote for Clinton, including a new item that interacts a respondent's partisan identity with his status as a father of a first daughter. The results are presented in Table 4 .
The models provide some support for the proposition that the effect of having a first daughter on fathers' support for Clinton is mediated by party identification, while also pointing to the familiar challenges surrounding the use of interaction terms in regression models. In the model of pre-election support for Clinton, we find that partisanship does mediate the effect of having a first daughter on support for Clinton. The direct effect of the first daughter variable is positive and statistically significant, and noticeably larger in magnitude than in the model excluding the interaction term; while the interaction term is negative and statistically significant. Substantively, this result can be interpreted as indicating that the positive effect of fathering a first daughter on fathers' support for Clinton declines as one moves from being a strong Democrat to a strong Republican.
However, in the model of post-election vote for Clinton, the consequences of including the interaction term in the analysis is different. The estimate for the interaction term is incorrectly signed, substantively small in magnitude, and statistically insignificant. Meanwhile, the inclusion of this interaction term also has the effect of rendering the estimated effect of the first daughter variable small and statistically insignificant.
In interpreting these results, it is important to consider the following factors. First, the inclusion of the interaction term introduces a new source of collinearity in the models, potentially inflating standard errors and rendering coefficient estimates unreliable. Second, the inclusion of the interaction term does not at all improve measures of overall goodness of fit for either model, suggesting that this variable does not actually enhance our understanding of support for Clinton. For these reasons, we think that the results of these models should be treated with great caution.
Study 1: A Fatherhood Effect, Not a General Parenthood Effect
Our analyses point to the importance of first daughters in understanding men's political preferences and electoral choices in the 2016 presidential election. However, it may be possible that what we are witnessing is a general parenthood effect, if both mothers and fathers of first daughters were susceptible to Clinton's appeals during the 2016 presidential campaign and expressed support for Clinton's candidacy. In addressing this possibility, we find it most plausible that, if having a first daughter influences support for female candidates, this effect should be concentrated among fathers (rather than occurring among both fathers and mothers). Past scholarship has found that the experience of becoming a father to a daughter is distinct from that of becoming a mother to a daughter, as fathering a daughter is likely to make gender politics relevant to men in new ways. Women, if they become mothers, are already familiar with both the reality of gender inequalities and the politics and policymaking surrounding these entrenched inequalities by virtue of their personal experience (Aronson 2003; Bolzendahl and Myers 2004; Gurin 1985; Sharrow et al. 2018) . Therefore, while motherhood has wide-ranging effects on women (Greenlee 2014), we do not anticipate these effects to extend to support for female candidates.
To substantiate our argument, we re-estimated our main statistical models including both fathers and mothers, as well as an interaction between the sex of the parent (female = 0, male = 1) and our first daughter variable to test whether the effect of having a first daughter on support for Clinton varies by parent sex (i.e., mothers versus fathers). Table 5 presents the results of models, including all parents, of (1) our pre-election measure of reported preference for Clinton and (2) our post-election measure of reported vote for Clinton. Overall, the results of the models strongly support our argument. In both models, the estimated effect of sex of the parent on support for Clinton is negative-suggesting that male parents of children are less likely to support Clinton than are female parents-though only in the pre-election preference model is this effect statistically significant (at the p < 0.10 level). Interestingly, in both models containing fathers and mothers the direct estimated effect of having a first daughter is also negative, though only in the pre-election model is this effect statistically significant (at the p < 0.05 level). However, and crucially important for our argument, in both models the interaction between sex of the parent and whether the parent had a first daughter is positive and statistically significant (p < 0.01 in both models). Given the difficulty in interpreting the coefficient for the interaction between sex of the parent and first daughterhood, we chart the marginal effects for this interaction in each model in the lefthand panel of Fig. 1 . As Fig. 1 shows, the effect of having a first daughter on support for Clinton is heavily conditioned by the sex of the parent, with the positive effect of having a first daughter concentrated largely among fathers. Indeed, we find that the effect among fathers of having a first daughter, as opposed to a first son, increases the predicted probability of expressing preference for Clinton by six percentage points in 2016. In contrast, the experience of having a first daughter, relative to a first son, decreases the predicted probability of exhibiting a preference for Clinton by seven percentage points among mothers in 2016.
We find a similar pattern when we consider voting for Clinton. As seen in the right-hand panel of Fig. 1 , we find that men who father a first daughter, when compared to men with a first son, are more likely to support Clinton in 2016 as the experience of fathering a first daughter increases the predicted probability of voting for Clinton by five percentage points when holding all other variables in the model at their mean level. Among mothers, the effect is again reversed: as mothers who had a first son have a predicted probability of voting for Clinton of 0.51, holding other covariates at their mean levels; while those who had a first daughter have a predicted probability of voting for Clinton of just 0.46. 23 Together, these findings strongly suggest that the main results we present are indicative of a dynamic unique to fathers: the positive effect of having a first daughter on support for Clinton is, as we expected, concentrated among men.
However, the apparent negative effect of having a first daughter on support for Clinton among women is unexpected. Existing theoretical and empirical work (e.g., Sharrow et al. 2018) suggests that women's support for a female candidate should not be influenced substantially by the sex of their first child. We believe that our surprising finding warrants future research, which could enhance our understanding of the complex ways in which motherhood shapes the political preferences of women. 24 23 When using predicted values in order to determine statistically significant marginal effects, it is too conservative to use two separate 95% confidence intervals (Knezevic 2008) . When the standard errors are roughly equivalent, a single 95% test translates into using two sets of 84% confidence intervals (Payton et al. 2003) . Figure 1 displays two separate 84% confidence intervals.. 24 We provide further discussion and analysis of mothers in the Supplemental Information.
Study 2: 2016 Congressional Vote Choice Experiment
We now turn to assessment of H2, the fatherhood messaging hypothesis, which asserts that Clinton's message played an important role in her appeal among fathers of first daughters. We investigate H2 using a distinctive survey experiment outlined below. Given our interest in the way fathers reacted to these appeals, we once again only include respondents who self-identified as a father. Additionally, to maintain consistency with our cross-sectional analysis, we restricted our sample to fathers who also completed both the pre-and post-election surveys and again cluster the standard errors by state.
In our survey experiment, respondents were randomly assigned to one of three treatments. In all three treatments, respondents were asked how likely they were to vote for Molly Smith, a fictitious candidate running in an upcoming congressional election in Minnesota's 10th District. 25 Respondents in the control condition (n = 85) were shown the following statement: "Molly Smith is running to become the first woman to represent Minnesota's 10th District" and then asked to "Imagine you live in Smith's district. Please indicate your likelihood that you would vote for her." Respondents in each of the two remaining experimental conditions were randomly assigned to receive additional information concerning Smith's policy positions and her views on the symbolic importance of the election. Smith's partisan identification was intentionally omitted to protect against the use of party by respondents as a heuristic to determine support for Smith (Dolan 2014; Green et al. 2002) .
Respondents in the first experimental treatment (STEM Treatment, n = 99) were exposed to the following statement: "Molly Smith is running to become the first woman to represent Minnesota's 10th District. She supports policies that would help increase the participation of women in careers in science, technology, engineering, and mathematics (STEM)" and then asked to indicate their degree of support for Smith.
In our final experimental treatment (Clintonesque Treatment, n = 83), respondents were asked to indicate their degree of support for Molly Smith after being exposed to the following statement:
Molly Smith is running to become the first woman to represent Minnesota's 10th District. She supports policies that would help increase the participation of women in careers in science, technology, engineering, and mathematics (STEM). She has said of her candidacy, "This campaign is about making sure there are no ceilings, no limits on any of us, and to ensure that our daughters will forever know that there is no barrier to who they are and what they can be in the United States of America." To maximize the external validity of our treatment, we emphasize not only the historic nature of Smith's candidacy, but also her pledge to pass policies that increase the status of women-two key aspects of Clinton's actual campaign appeals. Most importantly, our treatment speaks to the symbolic importance of Smith's elections for daughters in Smith's district, a theme that Clinton consistently emphasized on the campaign trail. Table 6 shows the results of an OLS regression analysis in which each of our experimental treatment conditions is represented by a dummy variable, and fathers in the control condition serve as the baseline group (Ladd 2010) . 26 Note that, in the modeling approach used here, the correct test of our second hypothesis involves the interaction between fatherhood status and the treatment condition to which the father was assigned (control, STEM treatment, Clintonesque treatment). Thus, we interact each treatment with our measure of whether the respondent is a father of first daughter in Model 2. Additionally, given that the partisanship of our fictional candidate is kept hidden from our respondents, we control for the partisanship of the respondent, as well as their assessment of the ideology of our fictional candidate to account for Table 5 . Plots show predicted probability of support for Clinton in pre-and post-election surveys while holding all other variables in the model at their mean values. Vertical lines represent 84% confidence intervals preexisting respondent preferences and stereotypes. 27 Finally, we include an attention check question that asked respondents to identify the state in which the fictitious congressional election was taking place. Thus, in our final model we control for whether a respondent correctly identified Minnesota as the state in which this fictional election takes place. We code our dependent variable, support for Smith, such that higher scores represent greater support for our fictional candidate.
Study 2: Results
As seen in Model 1 of Table 6 , we find little evidence that fathers of first daughters are more likely than fathers of first sons to support Smith's candidacy as our measure of first daughterhood fails to reach statistical significance. Interestingly, while exposure to our STEM treatment does not emerge as a significant predictor of support for Smith, we do find that fathers exposed to a "Clintonesque" appeal are more likely to support Smith relative to fathers in the control condition (b = 0.14, p < 0.000). As we note above, the true test of our hypothesis calls for an interactive model in which we interact our measure of fatherhood of a first daughter with exposure to each treatment. In Model 2 of Table 6 , we discover that the interaction of fathers of first daughters and exposure to the STEM treatment (b = 0.11, p = 0.103) does attain standard levels of statistical significance. In line with our hypothesis, we also find that fathers of first daughters who are exposed to the "Clintonesque" treatment express stronger support for Smith candidacy when compared to fathers of first daughters in the control condition (b = 0.17, p = 0.01).
In Fig. 2 , we chart the marginal effects for each of these interaction terms. As seen in Fig. 2 , while we find little to distinguish fathers of first daughters and fathers of first sons who were exposed to the STEM treatment, we do find significant and substantive differences between fathers of first daughters and fathers of first sons who were exposed to the Clintonesque treatment. Among fathers of first daughters, movement from the control condition to the Clintonesque treatment yields an increase of 25 percentage points when holding all other items in the model at their mean level. On the other hand, among fathers with first sons moving from the control condition to the Clintonesque treatment leads only to a seven-percentage point increase in support for Smith when holding all other variables in our model at their average level.
While our experimental results for fathers suggest that the experience of having a first daughter matters in predicting their support for female congressional candidates, the question remains whether our results mask a broader parenthood effect such that mothers of first daughters also exhibit this behavior. To investigate this possibility, we ran an exact replica of the OLS models used to predict whether fathers of daughters exposed to our Clinton treatment were more strongly inclined to support our fictional congressional candidate among our sample of mothers (N = 361). In results found in the Supplemental Information, we again find no significant difference between mothers of first daughters and mothers of first sons exposed to either our STEM or Clintonesque treatments.
Finally, while we include a control for partisanship in our model and obfuscate the partisan identity of our fictional female congressional candidate, it remains possible that a respondent's partisanship may still play a role in influencing fathers' electoral preferences in our experiment. As we note above, men who identify with the Democratic Party have been found to be more supportive of female candidates than their Republican counterparts (Sanbonmatsu 2002a; Sanbonmatsu and Dolan 2009 ). Additionally, our fictional candidate Molly Smith is espousing support for federal governmental interventions to ensure equality for an historically marginalized group, young female scientists, a position popularly associated or "owned" by the Democratic Party (Petrocik 1996) . It is possible that these factors will work in unison to provide our male respondents with a heuristic cue concerning the partisanship of our fictional candidate. Thus, in Table 7 , we test the expectation that the effect of having a daughter as a first child on fathers' support for Smith will be weaker among Republican fathers when compared to Democratic fathers. Given the complexities of interpreting three-way interactions, we instead divide our sample between fathers who identify as Republican (N = 110) and fathers who view themselves as Democrats (N = 177) and investigate if the interaction between fatherhood of a first daughter and exposure to our "Clintonesque" treatment leads these men to more strongly support our fictional congressional candidate. As illustrated in Table 7 , we find that the interaction of first daughters and exposure to either of our experimental treatments fails to attain statistical significance among Republican fathers. On the other hand, we find that the interaction of fathers of first daughters and exposure to the Clinton treatment emerge as a significant predictor of support for Smith among Democratic fathers. Examining the marginal effects of this interaction in Fig. 3 , we see among Democratic fathers of first sons that moving from the control condition to exposure to the Clinton appeal yields only a two-percentage point increase in support for Smith. Conversely, movement from the control condition to exposure to a Clinton appeal increases support by twenty-five percentage points among Democratic fathers of first daughters.
These results, paired with the consistent support for the first daughterhood hypothesis in the cross-sectional data, offer important insights into the ways in which fathering a first daughter in the 2016 election may have mattered using approaches that are complimentary with regard to external and internal validity. The experimental results specifically suggest that the particular message about fathering first daughters that candidate Clinton offered throughout the campaign may have made Table 6 . Plots show predicted probability of support for Smith while holding all other variables in the model at their mean values. Vertical lines represent 84% confidence intervals the fatherhood identity more salient among fathers of first daughters and contributed to their ultimate electoral preferences.
Conclusions
Recent research on fathers of daughters has found that the experience of having a daughter has a transformative effect on the manner in which men view the political world, with recent findings indicating that fathers of first daughters are now more likely to support sex equity policies (Sharrow et al. 2018) . This refines and contributes to prior findings that fathers of daughters exhibit a greater commitment to norms of gender equality (Warner and Steel 1999) . While these studies provide suggestive indications that fathers of daughters may support female political candidates, particularly if these candidates appeal to their status as fathers of daughters, to date there has been little empirical work that tests these implications directly. Here, using both original survey and experimental data, and leveraging the presence of the first major party female presidential candidate to explore the relationship between fatherhood of daughters and vote choice, we find that fathers with first daughters, when compared to fathers of first sons, are more likely to support Clinton in the 2016 general election. We strengthen our finding by conducting a "placebo test" on support for Obama in 2012 which finds that fathers of first daughters were no more likely to support Obama in 2012 than fathers of first sons. Additionally, we show that the positive effects of the experience of having a first daughter on support for Clinton are not conditional on a father's age or generational membership, and we demonstrate that these effects are concentrated among men. We further bolster our findings with the results from a novel survey experiment that suggests exposure to a "Clintonesque" campaign appeal that directly targets fathers of daughters uniquely influences the electoral preferences of fathers of first daughters when compared to fathers of first sons. These results have important implications for our understanding of politics. There is a long-standing debate in the literature on political communication concerning the Table 7 . Plots show predicted probability of support for Smith while holding all other variables in the model at their mean values. Vertical lines represent 84% confidence intervals influence of campaign appeals on vote choice (for review see Goldstein and Ridout 2004; Lau and Rovner 2009) . On the one hand, studies of political advertisements have found that exposure to campaign appeals positively influences vote preferences (Gerber et al. 2011) , while others argue that exposure to appeals has very little impact on vote choice compared to traditional determinants of voter preference such as partisan identification, sociotropic perceptions, and direct mobilization efforts on the part of candidates (Krasno and Green 2008; Lau and Rovner 2009) . Our results suggest that the symbolic importance of the first woman presidential party candidate on a major ticket, and the specific campaign discourse from Clinton's campaign that tapped into men's experience as fathers of daughters, had a real and positive impact on a subset of male voters, most notably fathers of first daughters.
These findings also suggest that scholars have much more to learn about how and why the experience of having a first daughter shapes men's political choices. Both political scientists and sociologists will benefit from more robust theory-building and theory-testing regarding the processes and mechanisms through which fathering first daughters alters men's political opinions and behaviors. Future work should explore the means of political socialization in these cross-sex, familial relationships using qualitative interview data, or longitudinal panel data which is best poised to investigate the reasons and processes behind the trends that we identify were at play in the 2016 election.
Future work should also explore whether, and under what conditions, having a first daughter also impacts men's electoral support for women running in down ticket races. When women run "as women," making issues connected to gender identities and gender inequality more salient, are these effects more pronounced (Herrnson et al. 2003) ? When women do not run "as women," does the first daughter effect lessen? These are questions that merit attention in future work. Relatedly, it may be that empowering messages about daughterhood were most effective in the context of a campaign that was otherwise marked by negative messages about women, or it may be that fathers of first-born daughters were simply rejecting messages about women that they saw as harmful to their daughter(s). While our experimental analysis helps us to deal with this potential confound in the cross-sectional data, future work should replicate these analyses in different electoral contexts, as well as experimentally, to disentangle these factors.
Although the candidacy of Hillary Clinton for the American presidency was ultimately unsuccessful, women candidates will inevitably rise to contend for the office in the future. Considering these possible candidacies, and the record-breaking number of women candidates who are running at lower levels of office (CAWP 2018), our work has important implications for research on gender, gendered identities, and vote choice. While we note earlier that scholars have identified several individuallevel factors which contribute to men's support of female candidates, much of the literature focuses on reasons why male voters do not vote for women seeking electoral office or examines the conditions under which in-group solidarity might motivate female voters to support female candidates. Here we look carefully at the ways in which fatherhood might operate to boost support for women candidates among male voters. In doing so, our results contribute to the burgeoning literature on the importance of familial relationships to understanding political behavior among both elite actors (e.g., Glynn and Sen 2015; Washington 2008 ) and average Americans (e.g., Healy and Malhotra 2013; Sharrow et al. 2018 ). We offer a new point of consideration to a rich and important on-going discussion about the roles of gender in electoral decisions and outcomes. models of both pre-election preference for Clinton and post-election reported voting for Clinton are virtually identical for models that contain only the first daughter variable, and those that contain the additional measures of exposure to daughters, respectively. Thus, parsimony suggests relying on a model that uses only the first daughter variable.
See Tables 8, 9 and 10. Table 8 Goodness-of-fit statistics for alternative models of preference for Clinton and reported vote for Clinton
Finally, because the different measures of the presence of daughters are closely related, the introduction of the additional measures produces collinearity among these items, resulting in inflated standard errors and inconsistent coefficient estimates (See Tables 9 and 10 ). Together, these considerations strongly support our decision to use the first daughter variable as our measure of exposure to a daughter in the logistic regression models presented in this paper 
Molly Smith Experimental Treatments
Control Molly Smith is running to become the first woman to represent Minnesota's 10th District. STEM Treatment Molly Smith is running to become the first woman to represent Minnesota's 10th District. She supports policies that would help increase the participation of women in careers in science, technology, engineering, and mathematics (STEM).
Clintonesque Treatment Molly Smith is running to become the first woman to represent Minnesota's 10th District. She supports policies that would help increase the participation of women in careers in science, technology, engineering, and mathematics (STEM). She has said of her candidacy, "this campaign is about making sure there are no ceilings, no limits on any of us, and to ensure that our daughters will forever know that there is no barrier to who they are and what they can be in the United States of America."
